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tradiction between this (economic evolution and the existence of a number of feudal, medieval institutions was not removed and also remained as before in consequence of the fact that the assumption of a. partially bourgeois character by 'certain institutions could only aggravate rather than ameliorate this contradiction.
The difference between the two periods consisted in the fact tShiat during the first of these periods the foreground of the historical arena was occupied by the question of exactly what form the result of the rapid and uneven changes aforementioned would take, The content of these changes was bound to- be boungeois owing to the capitalist 'dharacter of the evolution of Russia; but there is a bourgeoisie and1 a boanrgeoisie. The middle! and big bourgeoisie, which professed a more or less moderate liberalism, was, owing to its very class, position, afraid of abrupt changes and strove for the iretention of large remnants of the old institutions both in the agrarian system amd in.' the political "superstructure." Tthie rural petty bourgeoisie, which is interwoven with the peasantry that lives, (by "the labour of its own handls," was bound to strive for bourgeois reforms of a different kind, reforms that would leave far less room for medieval sfurvivals. Ther wage laborers, to the extent tlfoat ithey consciously realized what was going on around them, were bound to work out for themselves a definite -attitude towards this clash of two distinct tendenr cies, both of which remained within the framework of the bourgeois system, but which determiiri'ed entirely different forms for it, entirely different rates of its development, different degrees of its progressive influences.
In this way, the period of the piaist three years, not fortuitously but necessarily, brought to the forefront in Marxism those problems which are usually referred to as problems of tactics. Nothing is more erroneous than the opinion that iBhe disputes and differences that arose over these questions were disputes among ^intellectuals/' that